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The SoutherrCalifornia Association of Governments

The Southern California Association of Governments (SCAG) is the largest Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) in the nation, withone than 19 million residentsThe SCAG region includes six
counties (Imperial, Lo&ngeles, Orange, Riverside, San Bernardino, and Ventura) and 191 incorporated
cities. In addition, the SCAG region is a major hub of global economic activity, representint tirgdst
SO2y2Yé Ay (UKS @g2NIR IyR Aa tEaayoaal tkadeNBtRtwaldtBe y I {
largest ports in the nationThe SCAGegionis the also the most culturally diverse region in the nation,
with no single ethnic group comprising a majority of the population. With a robust, diversified economy
and a groving population substantially fueled by international immigration, the SCAG region is poised to
continue its role as a primary metropolitan center on the Pacific Rim.

SCAG Activities

As the designated MPO, SCAG is mandated by federal law to researcteweldp a Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP), which incorporates a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) per Californi
state law. Additionally, SCAG is pursuing a variety of innovative planning and policy initiatives to foster a
more sustainable SoutherCalifornia. In addition to conducting the formal planning activities required of

an MPO, SCAG provides local governments with a wide variety of benefits and services including, for
example, data and information, GIS training, planning and technicaltaassts and support for
sustainability planning grants.

The Local Profiles

In 2008, SCAG initiated the Local Profiles project as a part of a larger initiative to provide a variety of new
services to its member cities and counties. Through extensive inpat member jurisdictions, the
inaugural Local Profiles Reports were released at the SCAG General Assembly in May 20@@al The
Profiles have since been updated every two years.

The Local Profiles reports provide a variety of demographic, economic, temychousing, and
transportation information about each member jurisdiction including, but not limited to, the following:

1 How much growth in population has taken place since 2000?

Has the local jurisdiction been growing faster or slower than the countggonal average?
Have there been more or fewer scheage children?

Have homeownership rates been increasing or decreasing?

How and where do residents travel to work?

= =2 =4 4 A

How has the local economy been changing in terms of employment share by sector?

Answers to questions such as these provide a snhapshot of the dynamic changes affecting each local
jurisdiction.

Southern California Association of Governments
1
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Thepurpose of this report is to provide current information and datatfer City of Bannindor planning

and outreach efforts. Information on population, housing, transportation, employment, retail sales, and
education can be utilized by the city to make well informed planning decisions. The report provides a
portrait of thecity and its chages since 2000, using average figureRioerside Countgs a comparative
baseline. In addition, the most current data available for the region is also included in the Statistical
Summary (page 3). This profikport illustratescurrent trends occurrg inthe City of Banning

Factors Affecting Local Changes Reflected in20&9Report

Overall, member jurisdictions since 2000 have been impacted by a variety of factors at the national,
regional, and local levels. For example, the vast majority ohibee jurisdictions included in the 2019
Local Profiles reflect national demographic trends toward an older and more diverse population.
Evidence of continued economic growth is also apparent through increases in employment, retail sales,
building permits,and home pices.Work destinations and commute timesnd to correlate withlocal
andregional development patterns and the location of local jurisdictions, particularly in relation to the
regional transportation system.

Uses of the Local Profiles

Following release at the SCAG General Assembly, the Local Profiles are posted on the SCAG website an
are used for a variety of purposes including, but not limited to, the following:
1 As a @dta and communication resource for elected officials, businesses, amttnesi
Community planning and outreach
Economic development
Visioning initiatives

= =4 =4 A

Grant application support
1 Performance monitoring

The primary user groups of the Local Profiles include member jurisdictions and state and federal
legislative delegates of Scern California. This report is a SCAG member benefit and the use of the data
contained within this report is voluntary.

Report Organization

This eport includes three sectionshe first section presents ®atistical ummaryQfor the City of
Banning The second section provides detailed information organized by subject area and includes brief
highlights of some of the trends identified by that information. The third sectitethodologyQ
describes technical considerations related to data defingioneasurement, and sources.

Southern California Association of Governments
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2018 STATISTICAL SUMMARY

Catedor Bannin Riverside BanningRelative to
gory 9 County Riverside County

2018Total Population 31,282 2,415,954 [1.3%] 19,145,421
2018Popu|at|9n Density (Persons 1,354 334 1,021 494
per Square Mile)
2018Median Age (Years) 40.0 35.0 5.0 35.8
2018Hispanic 41.9% 48.0% -6.1% 46.%%
2018Non-Hispanic White 38.8% 36.6% 2.2% 31.%%
2018Non-Hispanic Asian 5.9% 6.1% -0.2% 12.8%
2018Non-Hispanic Black 9.0% 6.0% 3.0% 6.3%
201_8Nor+H|span|c Amerlcan 2 % 0.4% 1.9% 0.2%
Indian or Alaska Native
2018All OtherNon-Hispant 2.1% 2.% -0.8% 2.8%
2018Number of Households 11,018 729,920 [1.5%] 6,132,938
2018Average Household Size 2.7 3.3 -0.6 3.1
2018Median Household Income $39,700 $60,807 -$21,107 $64,989
2018Number of Housing Units 12,152 840,904 [1.4%] 6,629,879
2018Homeownership Rate 63.8% 52.%% 11.%% 52.%%
?,?iﬁ'v'eo"a” Existing Home Sale $250,000 $380,000 -$130,000 $561,000
20_17- 2018Median Home Sales 7 &% 6.6% 1.2% 6.5%
Price Change
2018Drive Alone to Work 80.26 77. 2% 3.0% 75.8%
20_18Mean Travel Time to Work 24.3 33.1 88 30.2
(minutes)
2017Number of Jobs 7,503 762,114 [1.0%] 8,465,304
2016- 2017Total Jobs Change 212 19,549 [1.19)] 76,197
2017Average Salary per Job $37,256 $45,085 -$7,829 $60,956
2018K-12 Public School Student 4213 428,237 [1.0% 2.975.283
Enrollment

Sourcesl.S. Census American Community Sur28y 7 Nielsen Cq.California Department of Finande5, May 208;
Cord.ogic/DataQuickCalibrnia Department of Educatiorand SCAG

* Numbers with [ ] represerBannin@ share ofRiverside Countyl heunbracketednumbers represent the difference betwe&anning
andRiverside County

Mapped jurisdictional boundaries are as of Jul2dl6and are for visual purposes only. Report data, however, are updated according to
their respective sources

Southern California Association of Governments
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City of Banning

Between2000and2018
the total population of
the City of Banning
increasedoy 7,720to
31,282

During thisl8-year
period, thecityQ a
population growth rate
of 32.8percent was
lower thanthe Riverside
Countyrate 0f56.3
percent.

1.3 percentof the total
populationof Riverside
Countyisin the City of
Banning

Populationvaluesfor
2000 and 2010 are from
the U.S. Decennial
Census.

Values for ther years
are estimates by the
California Department of
Finance.
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Population by AgRange

PopulationShareby Age:2000 2010, and 2018
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21-34

m2018

35-54

Sources2000& 2010 U.S. Demnial CensusimericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

55-64

65+

City of Banning

Between2000and
2018 the21-34age
groupexperiencel
the largest increas@n
share,growing from
13.4to 20.3percent.

The age groughat
experiencel the
greatest declinen
sharewas5-20,
decreasindgrom 23.4
to 17.9percent.

The21-34age group
added the most
population, with an
increase 013,118
peoplebetween2000
and2018
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Population by Race/Ethnicity

Hispanic or Latino of Any Rac2000 2010 and2018
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Non-HispanicWhite: 2000, 2010 and 2018
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City of Banning

Between2000and
2018 the share of
Hispanic population
in the city increased
from 30.2 percent to
41.9 percent

Between2000and
2018 the share of
NonHispanidVhite
population in the
city decreased from
52.4 percent to 38.8
percent

Please refer to the
Methodology
section for
definitions of the
racial/ethnic
categories.
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Non-Hispanic Asian2000 2010 and 2018
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City of Banning

Between2000and
2018 the share of
Non-Hispanic Asian
population in the
city increased from
5.3 percentto 5.9
percent

Between2000and
2018 the share of
Non-Hispanic Black
population in the
city increased from
8.1 percent to 9.0
percent
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Non-HispanicAm
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City of Banning

1 Between2000and

2018 the share of
Non-Hispanic
American Indiaror
Alaska Native
population in the
city increased from
1.6 percentto 2.3
percent

Between2000and
2018 the share of
All OtherNon
Hispanigoopulation
group in thecity
decreased from 2.3
percent to 2.1
percent
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Number of Household$Occupied Housing Units)
Number of Households2000- 2018

12,000

8,000

6,000

4,000

Number of Households

2,000

10.652 10,788 10,838 10,867 10,900 10,920 11,018

10,000 g gy; 9261

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

SourcesCalifornia Department of FinancE5, 20002018

Average Household Siz2000- 2018

35

== Banning

== Riverside County

3.0 Mﬁ
g B—a—a— L —a—a—a——

()

N

n

ko]

@)

e

[}

(2]

3 20

T

>

@ 1.5

()

z
1.0
0.5
0.0

2000 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018
Source: California Department of Financé, 00062018

Southern California Association of Governments

9

City of Banning

Between2000and
2018 the total
number of
households irthe
City of Banning
increased by,095
units, or 23.5
percent.

During thisl8-year
period, thecityQ a
household growth
rate of23.5percent
waslower thanthe
countygrowth rate
of 44.2percent.

1.5percentof
Riverside County a
total number of
householdsarein
the City of Banning

In2018 thecityQ a
average household
size wa<.7, lower
thanthe county
average 08.3.
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Households by Size

Percent ofHouseholds by Household Siz2018
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City of Banning

In2018 78.3percent of all
city households had 3
people orfewer.

About 30 percent of the
households were single
person households.

Approximatelyl2 percent
of all households in theity
had5 peopleor more.

In 2018 about63 percent
of households earned less
than $50,000 annually.

Approximatelyl2 percent
of households earned
$100,0000r more.
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Householdincome

Median Household Income200Q 2010 and 2018
$45,000
$40,000
$35,000
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Median Household Income
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Renters and Homeowners
Percentageof Renters and Homeowner2000 2010 and 2018

2000 2010
Source:2000& 2010U.S. Decenni&ensusAmericanCommunitySurvey 2017 Nielsen Co.

City of Banning

From2000to 2018 median
household mcomeincreased
by $7,346

Note: Dollars are not adjusted
for annual inflation.

2018

1 Between2000and2018 homeownership rateslecreasedand the share of rentermicreased

Southern California Association of Governments
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Total Housing Production

Total Residential Unit®ermitted: 2000- 2018
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City of Banning

In 2018 permits were
issued for3 residential
units.

In 2000 the City of
Banninghad 6.6 permits
per 1,000 residents
compared to the overall
countyfigure 0f13.8
permitsper 1,000
residents.

For thecity in 2018 the
numberof permits per
1,000 residentslecreased
to 0.1 permits. For the
countyoverall, it
decreased t@®.7 permits
per 1,000 residents.
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SingleFamily Housing Production
SingleFamily UnitsPermitted: 2000- 2018
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City of Banning

In 2018 permits were
issued for3 single family
homes.

In 2000, the City of
Banningssued6.6
permitsper 1,000
residents compared to
the overallcountyfigure
of 8.8 permitsper 1,000
residents.

For thecity in 2018 the
number of permitsssued
per 1,000 residents
decreased td.1permits.
For thecountyoverall, it
decreased t@8.1permits
per 1,000 residents.
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Multi -Family Housing Production

Multi -Family UnitsPermitted: 2000- 2018 1 In2018 permitswere
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Home SalsPrices

Median Home Sales Price for Existing Hom2800- 2018
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Annual Median Home Sales Price Change for Existing Homes
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City of Banning

Between2000and 2018 the
median home sales price of
existing homesncreasedlL64
percent from$94,750to
$250,000

Median homesales price
increasedoy 100percent
between2010and2018

In 2018 the median home
salesprice in thecity was
$250,000 $130,000lower
than that in thecounty
overall

Note: Median home sales
price reflects resale of
existing homes, which varies
due to type of units sold.

Annual median home sales
pricesare not adjusted for
inflation.
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Housing Type by Unit2018

Housing Tvoe Number of Percent of

g 'yp Units Total Units

Single Family Detached 9,177 75.5 %
Single Family Attached 502 41 %
Multi-family: 2 to 4units 677 56 %
Multi-family: 5 units plus 653 54 %
Mobile Home 1,143 94 %

12,152 1000

SourceCalifornia Bpartment of Finance,-g, 2018

Age of Housing Stock
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City of Banning

The most common housing
type isSingle Family Detached

79.6percentare single family
homesand 11 percentare
multi-family homes

31.4percentof the housing
stock was builbefore 1970.

68.6percentof the housing
stock was builafter 1970
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Foreclosures
Number of Foreclosure£2002-2018

Number of Foreclosures
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there werel,994
foreclosures.

50 47 46

25 26

2
10 12

2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018

Source: Corleogic/DataQuick2002-2018

Housing Cost Share

Percentage of Housing Cost for Renters and Homeown2eéd.7

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

15%

10%

5%

0%

1 Housing costs
accounted for an
average of36.5percent
of total household
income for renters.

1 Housing costs
accounted for an
average oR1.4percent
of total household
income for
homeowners.
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Source: U.SCensus American Community Surnvag17
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Journey to Workfor Residents
Transportation Mode Choice2000 2010 and 2018
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City of Banning

Between2000and
2018 the greatest
change occurred in
the percentage of
individuals who
traveled to work by
carpool thisshare
decreasey 9.6
percentge points

WhiKSNR NJ
bicycle, pedestrian,
and homebased
employment.

Between2000and
2018 the average
travel time to work
decreased by
approximately 4
minutes
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Travel Time to Work (Range of Minute®018

8% f In2018 34.9percent
\ of Banning
8% commuters spent

more than 30 minutes
to travel to work.

45% 1 Travel timeto work
figures reflect average
one-way commute
travel times, not
round trip.

20%

m<15 wm15-30 m30-45 m45-60 60+

SourceU.S. Censudmerican Community Surveg017 Nielsen Co.

Household Vehicle Ownershif2018 1 52.5percent of

Banninghouseholds
own one or no
vehicles, whilet7.5
percent of households
own two or more
vehicles.

15%

46%

mNone m1Vehicle m2 Vehicles m3+ Vehicles

Source U.S. Censusmerican Community Surveg017 Nielsen Co.
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Over the course of the next 25 years, population growth and demographic shifts will continue to
transform the character of the SCAG region and the demands placed on it for livability, mobility, and
overall quality of life. Our future will be shaped by oesponse to this growth and the demands it places

on our systems.

SCAG is responding to these challenges by embracing sustainable mobility options, including support for
enhanced active transportation infrastructure. Providing appropriate facilities tp make walking and

biking more attractive and safe transportation options will serve our region through reduction of traffic
congestion, decreasl greenhouse gas emissions, impeo\public health, and enhamd communiies

For the 2017 Local Profiles, S£BAegan providing information on the active transportation resources
being implemented throughout our region. The 2019 Local Profiles continues the active transportation
element with a compilation of bicycle lane mileage by facility type at the county. [Eles data, provided

by our County Transportation Commissions for the years 2012 and 2016, provides a baseline to measure
regional progress in the development of active trangpton resources over time

The Local Profiles reports will seek to provatiitional active transportation data resources as they
become available at the local jurisdictional level. Information on rates of physical activity (walking) is
available in the Public Health section of this report.

Bike Lane Mileage by Class: 262Q16

County Class 1 ‘ Class 2 ‘ Class 3 Class 4 Total Lane Miles

2012 2016 ‘ 2012 2016 ‘ 2012 2016 2012 2016 2012 2016 Change
Imperial 3 3 4 4 82 82 0 0 89 89 0.0%
Los Angeles 302 343 659 | 1,054 519 609 2 7| 1,482| 2,013| 35.8%
Orange 259 264 706 768 87 103 0 0] 1,052| 1,135 7.9%
Riverside 44 44 248 248 129 129 0 0 421 421 0.0%
San Bernarding 77 96 276 293 150 107 0 0| 503| 49| -1.4%
Ventura 61 76| 257| 333 54 77 0 0| 372| 486| 30.6%
SCAG Region 746 826 2,150 2,700 1,021 2 7 3,919 4,640

Source: Countyransportation Commission2012 2016

Class 1 (Bike Path$eparated offoad path for the exclusive use of bicycles and pedestrians.

Class 2 (Bike Lane3triped onroad lane for bike travel along a roadway.
Class 3 (Bike RoutdRoadway dedicated for shared use by pedestrians, bicyclists, and motor vehi

Class 4HrotectedBike Lang: Lane separated from motor vehicle traffic by more than stgp{grade
separation or barriex.
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2019 Local Profiles
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Employment Centers

Top 10 Places WheiBanningResidents Commute to Work: 261

Local Jurisdiction Number of Percent of Total
Commuters Commuters
1. | Banning 1,257 13.9%
2. | Riverside 466 5.2%
3. | San Bernardino 421 4.7%
4. | Los Angeles 391 4.3%
5. | Beaumont 373 4.1%
6. | Palm Springs 271 3.0%
7 ggijnr(]:tc})/rporated?iverside 251 2 89
8. | Redlands 236 2.6%
9. | Moreno Valley 225 2.5%
10. | San Diego County 186 2.1%
All Other Destinations 4,960 54.9%

City of Banning

Source: U.S. Census Bure2] 7, LODES Data; Longitudiizhployer Household Dynamics Progrdutps://lehd.ces.census.gov/data/lodes/

1 This table identifies the top 10dations where residentsom the City of Banningommute to work.

1 13.9 work and live iBanning while86.1% commute to other places.
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